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Remarks : 

Claims 1-3, 5-24, 26-45, and 47-57 remain for consideration in this application. Claims 1, 
5, 8-10, 16, 19-20, 24, 31-32, 40-41, 44, 48, 52, and 54-55 have been amended. Claims 4, 25, and 
46 have been canceled, and claim 57 is newly added. 

The Examiner rejected claims 4-11 and 30-31 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, 
asserting that the specification did not enable these claims. In order to overcome this rejection, the 
AppUcants have reworded these claims to clarify that the compound present in the composition does 
not contain intact epoxy groups, but rather contains moieties that are the result of a reaction between 
respective epoxy groups and light attenuating compounds. It is believed that this rejection has now 
been overcome. 

The Examiner rejected claims 8, 10-11, and31 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, for 
having formulas that do not include epoxy groups. It is believed that the amendments discussed in 
the preceding paragraph resolves this rejection as well 

The Examiner raised a rejection against claims 8, 10-11,16-18, 20-23, 3 1-39, 41-43, 48-53, 
and 55 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph for the use of a circle in these claims when the 
circle is not defined in the claims. The Applicants have amended the claims containing circles to 
either remove the circle and define the remaining portion of the structure as a moiety of the 
compound, or to add a definition of the circle. This rejection should now be overcome. 

Turning now to the prior art rejection in paragraph 7 of the action, the Examiner rejected a 
number of the claims as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,316,165 to Pavelchek et al. Of the 
claims rejected in light of the Pavelchek et al. reference, claims 1, 24, and 44 are in independent 
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format. Each of these independent claims has been amended to include the limitations of a claim 
that was not rejected in light of the Pavelchek et al. reference. Specifically, claim 1 now includes 
the limitation of claim 4, claim 24 now includes the limitation of claim 25, and claim 44 now 
includes the limitation of claim 46. As a resuh of these amendments, independent claims 1 , 24, and 
44 (as well as their respective dependent claims) should be allowable over the art. 

The final prior art rejection was raised against claims 52-54 and 56 as being anticipated by 
Chemcats Abstract AN 2002:2742256. Claim 55, which depends firom independent claim 52, was 
found to be allowable over this reference. Claim 52 has been amended to recite that at least three 
of the moieties 



are present in the compound. This is not taught or suggested by cited Abstract. It is submitted that 
this claim is allowable. 

Finally, the Applicants have added new claim 57, which is directed to a precursor structure 
where the recited composition is applied to holes formed in a substrate. This claim is similar to 
method claim 25 as originally filed, which the Examiner found to be allowable over the prior art. 
Claim 57 should likewise be allowable over the art. 
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It is believed that no further issues remain in this case. In view of the foregoing, a Notice of 
Allowance is respectfully requested. Any additional fee which is due in connection with this 
amendment should be applied against Deposit Account No. 19-0522. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Tracy Bomman, Reg. No. 42,347 
HOVEY WILLIAMS LLP 
2405 Grand Boulevard, Suite 400 
Kansas City, Missouri 64108 
816/474-9050 

ATTORNEYS FOR APPLICANT(S) 
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